
You aIc ccirrcct-”Sur~i~~a1 deinands action” but it is the survival of the American 
people‘s rights that are at stake. And you have the opportuuity and duty to ensurc that tlic aciions 
taken best meet the public’s not the media‘s desires and needs. 

Very truly yours, 

Kathleen Cavanaugh 

cc: Senator Allard 
Senator Allen 
Senator Bums 
Senator Collins 
Senator Dorgan 
Senator Hollings 
Senator Lott 
Senator Snowe 
Senator Warner 
Congressman Davis 
Congressman Moran 
FCC Commissioners 



Peter Harmon 
7 Captain Parker Drive 
Lee, NH 03824 
P & r n d . q  

May 13,2003 

The Honorable Kathleen Q. Ahernathy 
Commissioner 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12 Street SW 

A",',,'( L' 4-, Washington, DC 20554 i' .., 2:03 

Dear Mrs. Abernathy 

I am writing to ask you NOT to relax the broadcast ownership rules that protect American Citizens from 
media monopolies 

The proposed changes would make it easier for media conglomerates to gain control of radio and 
television news and information in communities nationwide Many of the corporations lobbying to relax 
these ownership riles already have a known track record in attempting to keep opposing viewpoints off 
the air 

Americans deserve to hear more than one point of view on important issues. Therefore, for the sake of 
our republic and our freedom, and in supporting the first amendment's effectiveness, I urge you to 
continue the broadcast ownership protections that, for decades, have ensured healthy political debate in 
our great land. 

Thank you, 

Peter Harmon 
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Dear Mr. Adelstein: ?.. . ~ 
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I urge you rn to relax the broadcast ownership rules that protect American citizens from media 

monopolies. 

These proposed changes would pave the way Ibr giant media conglomerates to gain near-total 
control of t”adio and television news and information in conlmunities across our nation. Many of 
the corporations that are now lobbying the PCC to relax these ownership rules already have a known 
track record in attempting to keep o p p h g  viewpoints off the air. 

The American people deserve to hear more than one point of view on important issues. 
Therefore, for the sake of our democracy and out freedom, I urge you to continue the broadcast 
ownership protections that, for decades, have helped to ensure a healthy political debate in our 
coUl1trv. 

Sincere1 y, 

Jim Dowden 

J‘ 
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The Honorable Michael J. Copps 
Commissioner 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12 Street SW 
Washington, DC 20554 

7 Peter Captain Harmon Parker Drive 112 
Lee, NH 03824 - 
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May13,2003 
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Dear Mr. Copps: 

I am writing to ask you NOT to relax the broadcast ownership rules that protect American Citizens from 
media monopolies. 

The proposed changes would make it easier for media conglomerates to gain control of radio and 
television news and information in communities nationwide. Many of the corporations lobbying to relax 
these ownership riles already have a known track record in attempting to keep opposing viewpoints off 
the air. 

Americans deserve to hear more than one point of view on important issues. Therefore, for the sake of 
our republic and our freedom, and in supporting the first amendment's effectiveness, I urge you to 
continue the broadcast ownership protections that, for decades, have ensured healthy political debate in 
our great land. 

Peter Harm 



May 13,2003 

The Honorable Michael K. Powell, Chairman 
Federal Communications Commission 
44s 12” St. sw 
Washington DC 20554 

Dear Mr. Powell: 

1 ask that you not let up on the broadcast ownership rules that protect Americans from media monopolies. 

These proposed changes would pave the way for giant media conglomerates to gain near total control of 
radio and television news and information in communities across our nation. Many of the corporations that 
are now lobbying the FCC to relax these ownership rules already have a known track record in attempting 
to keep opposing viewpoints off the air. 

The American people deserve to hear more than one point of view on important issues. Therefore, for the 
citizens of the USA., in the name of democracy and freedom, I ask you to continue the broadcast 
ownership protections that, for decades, have helped to ensure a healthy political debate in our country. 

Sincerely, 

1026 San Miguel Road 
Concord CA 94518-2037 



May 13,2003 

The Honorable Kevin J Martin, Commissioner 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th St. sw 
Washington DC 20554 

Dear Mr. Martin: 

I ask that you not let up on the broadcast ownership rules that protect Americans h m  media monopolies. 

These proposed changes would pave the way for giant media conglomerates to gain near total control of 
radio and television news and information in communities across our nation. Many of the corporations that 
are now lobbying the FCC to relax these ownership rules already have a known track record in attempting 
to keep opposing viewpoints off the air. 

The American people deserve to hear more than one point of view on important issues. Therefore, for the 
citizens of the U.S.A., in the name of democracy and freedom, I ask you to continue the broadcast 
ownership protections that, for decades, have helped to ensure a healthy political debate in our country. 

Sincerely, 

Wade McClure 
1026 San Miguel Road 
Concord CA 945 18-2037 



From: 
Mr. & Mrs. Ron Breault 
533 Santa Fe Ave. 
Albany, Ca 94706 
May 9, 2003 

To: 
Johnathan Adelstein 
c/o Federal Communication 
445 12th Street S.W. 
Washington D.C. 
20554 
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Commission 

Reference: The commissions decision to allow media monopolies. 

Dear Mr. Adelstein, 

Both my wife and I wish to express our concern regarding your decision to finalize the 
relaxation of rules allowing corporations to monopolize television, radio and news print 

We, the public, require more public discussion on such an important decision. 

We are asking that you delay the commissions decision on this matter, as well as, conduct 
more public meetings utilizing all the media outlets which will be affected. 

Thank You, 

I 
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The Honorable Michael K. Powell 
Chairman 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12 Street SW 
Washington, DC 20554 

" : ., (1 L..-i2 b 

1.  

Dear Chairman Powell: 

I am writing to ask you NOT to relax the broadcast ownership rules that protect American Citizens from 
media monopolies. 

The proposed changes would make it easier for media conglomerates to gain control of radio and 
television news and information in communities nationwide. Many of the corporations lobbying to relax 
these ownership riles already have a known track record in attempting to keep opposing viewpoints off 
the air. 

Americans deserve to hear more than one point of view on important issues. Therefore, for the sake of 
our republic and our freedom, and in supporting the first amendment's effectiveness, I urge you to 
continue the broadcast ownership protections that, for decades, have ensured healthy political debate in 
our great land. 

Thank you 

Peter Harmon 
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Virginia K Palazzo CPS 
1589 CR 3657 

Springtown, TX 76082 

A 

May 13,2003 

The Honorable Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Commissioner 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 1 2 ~  Street, sw 
Washington, DC 20554 

Dear Ms. Abemathy: 

I urge you NOT to relax the broadcast ownership rules that protect American citizens 
from media monopolies. 

These proposed changes would pave the way for giant media conglomerates to gain near- 
total control of radio and television news and information in communities across our 
nation. And many of the corporations that are now lobbying the FCC to relax these 
ownership rules already have a known track record in attempting to keep opposing 
viewpoints off the air. 

The American people deserve to hear more than one point of view on important issues 
Therefore, for the sake of our democracy and our freedom, I urge you to continue the 
broadcast ownership protections that, for decades, have helped to ensure a healthy 
political debate in our country. 

Sincerelv. 

Virgin' I ' L l "aap  K. Palazzo CPS 



David B. Mitchell 
15 16 Walnut Street 

Berkeley, CA 94709 
May 13,2003 
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FCC Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street SW 
Washington, DC 20554 

Dear Commissioner Copps: 

Thank you very much for your hard work in bringing proposed FCC rules changes to the 
attention of the genzial pilblic. I am very gratefir1 for your efforts and I am deeply 
concerned about the proposed changes. There are some comments I wish to make. 

First: I would like to know if it is possible to change FCC rules in order to immediately 
make the full text of the proposed changes publicly available. The people of this country 
have a right to know what the changes are before they are voted on. 

Second, I thank you again for holding open forums regarding the proposed rules changes 
With little support from the FCC, you have done a commendable job of reaching out to 
people and soliciting their opinions,'the majority of which are vehemently opposed to 
further media consolidation. 

, , , ' .; " :, ',i ;. .."-.. 
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Third, pursuant to the second point, please do what you can to roll back the voting date 
for the proposed changes to some later date, so there can be more time for debate and 
public input. 

Fourth, the FCC should require more frequent and more stringent license renewal 
procedures for broadcasters. Requiring broadcasters to renew their licenses only once 
every eight years (by postcard) is insufficient. The airwaves are a public resource; 
broadcasters should receive license renewals (or nor) based on whether they use this 
resource to serve the public interest. Frequent license renewals (such as once every three 
years) incorporating critical evaluations of broadcaster performance would help to ensure 
this. 

Fifth, the FCC should prevent further mass media consolidation and reduce current 
consolidation. Right now, companies like Clear Channel own numerous broadcasting 
stations across the country and dictate their programming from offices hundreds of miles 
from the communities these stations serve. Broadcast prograniming and print media are 
becoming less diverse and informative. Further media monopolization will worsen this 
problem and limit the mass media to a handful of outlets, all speaking in the same voices, 



May 13, 2003 

Michael Powell, Chairman 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street SW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Mr. Powell, 

Very soon your committee will discuss further increases to 
media ownership of our public airwaves. It is a momentous 
decision that your committee is asked to make. Yet I understand 
that the general public is mostly ignorant about this matter. 

The corporate media has grown enormously and as a direct 
result small independent news outlets have lost their voices. 
Increasingly, the only viewpoint a majority of the people of the 
United States is exposed to is that of the corporate media. 
Local diversity has been lost at an alarming level. 

I urge you and your fellow commissioners to resist the 
lobbying by the big companies ahd oppose any increase in media 
ownership of our air waves by the big conglomerates. 

Our democracy depends on an informed citizenry. A further 
consolidation of ownership given to the conglomerates seriously 
will affect the dissemination of varied, and opposing, 
viewpoints. We must nor: l e t  that nappen! 

Sincerely, 

&mf C& 
Margot C ker 
3788 Enea Drive 
Pittsburg, CA 94565 
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From: / ,  

Mr. & Mrs. Ron Breault , , 1  

533 Santa Fe Ave. 
Albany, Ca 94706 
May 9, 2003 

To: 
Kevin Martin 
do Federal Communication Commission 
445 12th Street S.W. 
Washington D.C. 
20554 

Reference: The commissions decision to allow media monopolies. 

Dear Mr. Martin 

Both my wife and I wish to express our concern regarding your decision to finalize the 
relaxation of rules allowing corporations to monopolize television, radio and news print. 

We, the public, require more public discussion on such an important decision. 

We are asking that you delay the commissions decision on this matter, as well as, conduct 
more public meetings utilizing all the media outlets which will be affected. 

/ Rdn Breault 

Lois Breault 



” . ,  . David B. Mitchell 
1516 Walnut Street 
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May 13,2003 

k ~ : i. .J :‘“‘i3 

~ - . .  , , 

FCC Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street SW 
Washington, DC 20554 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

I am deeply concerned about proposed FCC rules changes scheduled to he voted on by 
June 2. Because of that, there are some comments I wish to make. 

First, I urge you to immediately make the full text of the proposed changes publicly 
available. The people of this country have a right to know what the changes are. It is 
unacceptable for an agency of a democratic government to require its commissioners to 
conceal public interest information. 

Second, I urge you to hold more open forums regarding the proposed rules changes, like 
those conducted by Cornniissiontr Michael Ci~pps. With little support from the FCC, 
Commissioner Copps has done a commendable ;ob of reaching out to people and 
soliciting their opinions, the majority of which are vehemently opposed to further media 
consolidation. 

Third, pursuant to the second point, please roll hack the voting date for the proposed 
changes to some later date, so there can be more time for debate and public input. 

Fourth, require more frequent and more stringent FCC license renewal procedures for 
broadcasters. Requiring broadcasters to renew’their licenses only once every eight years 
(by postcard) is insufficient. The airwaves are a public resource; broadcasters should 
receive license renewals (or not) based on whether they use this resource to serve the 
public interest. Frequent license renewals (such as once every three years, which used to 
he the standard) incorporating critical evaluations of broadcaster behavior and 
performance would help to ensure this. 

Fifth, change FCC rules to prevent firther mass media consolidation and reduce current 
consolidation. Right now, companies like Clear Channel own numerous broadcasting 
stations across the country and dictate their programming from offices hundreds of miles 
from the communities these stations servs. Broadcast programming and print media are 
becoming less diverse and informative. Further media monopolization will worsen this 
problem and limit the mass media to a handful of outlets, all speaking in the same voices. 

Sincerely yours, 

&Bp& 



FCC Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street SW 
Washington, DC 20554 

Dear Commissioner Abemathy: 

I am deeply concerned about proposed FCC rules changes scheduled to be voted on by 
June 2. Beczdse of that. there are some comments I wish to make. 

First, I urge you to immediately make the full text of the proposed changes publicly 
available. The people of this country have a right to know what the changes are. It is 
unacceptable for an agency of a democratic government to require its commissioners to 
conceal public interest information. 

Second, I urge you to hold more open forums regarding the proposed rules changes, like 
those conducted by Commissioner Michael Copps. With little support from the FCC, 
Cotnmissioner Copps has done a commendable job of reaching out to people and 
soliciting their opinions, the majority of which are vehemently opposed to further media 
consolidation. 

Third, pursuant to the second point, please roll back the voting date for the proposed 
changes to some later date, so there can be more time for debate and public input. 

Fourth, require more frequent and more stringent FCC license renewal procedures for 
broadcasters. Requiring broadcasters to renew their licenses only once every eight years 
(by postcard) is insufficient. The airwaves are a public resource; broadcasters should 
receive license renewals (or not) based on whether they use this resource to serve the 
public interest. Frequent license renewals (such as once every three years, which used to 
be the standard) incorporating critical evaluations of broadcaster behavior and 
performance would help to ensure this. 

Fifth, change FCC rules to prevent further mass media consolidation and reduce current 
consolidation. Right now, companies like Clear Channel own numerous broadcasting 
stations across the country and dictate their programming from offices hundreds of miles 
from the communities these stations serve. Broadcast programming and print media are 
becoming less diverse and informative. Further media monopolization will worsen this 
problem and limit the mass media to a handful of outlets, all speaking in the same voices. 

Sincerely yours, 
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David B. Mitchell 
. .  15 16 Walnut Street 

Berkeley, CA 94709 
May 13,2003 

FCC Commissioner Kevin J. Martin 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street SW 
Washington, DC 20554 

Dear Commissioner Martin: 

I RECEIVED & INSPECTED 

MAY 2 0 2003 I 
FCC - MAILROOM I 

I am deeply concerned about proposed FCC rules changes scheduled to be voted on by 
June 2. Because of that. there are some comments I wish to make. 

First, I urge you to immediately make the full text of the proposed changes publicly 
available. The people of this country have a right to know what the changes are. It is 
unacceptable for an agency of a democratic government to require its commissioners to 
conceal public interest information. 

Second, I urge you to hold more open forums regarding the proposed rules changes, like 
those conducted by Commissioner Michael Copps. With little support from the FCC, 
Commissioner Copps has done a commendable job of reaching out to people and 
soliciting their opinions, the majority of which are vehemently opposed to further media 
consolidation. 

Third, pursuant to the second point, please roll back the voting date for the proposed 
changes to some later date, so there can be more time for debate and public input. 

Fourth, require more frequent and more stringent FCC license renewal procedures for 
broadcasters. Requiring broadcasters to renew their licenses only once every eight years 
(by postcard) is insufficient. The airwaves are a public resource; broadcasters should 
receive license renewals (or not) based on whether they use this resource to serve the 
public interest. Frequent license renewals (such as once every three years, which used to 
be the standard) incorporating critical evaluations of broadcaster behavior and 
performance would help to ensure this. 

Fifth, change FCC rules to prevent further mass media consolidation and reduce current 
consolidation. Right now, companies like Clear Channel own numerous broadcasting 
stations across the country and dictate their programming from offices hundreds of miles 
from the communities these stations serve. Broadcast programming and print media are 
becoming less diverse and informative. Further media monopolization will worsen this 
problem and limit the mass media to a handful of outlets, all speaking in the same voices. 

Sincerely yours, 



From: 
Mr. &. Mrs. Ron Breault 
533 Santa Fe Ave. 
Albany, Ca 94706 
May 9, 2003 
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._ 
To: 
Kathleen Abernathy 
c/o Federal Communication Commission 
445 12th Street S.W. 
Washington D.C. 
20554 

To: 
Kathleen Abernathy 
c/o Federal Communication Cornmissinn 

~~ - ~~ --. -. . .. 
Washington D.C. 
20554 

Reference: The commissions decision to allow media monopolies. 

Dear Ms. Abernathy 

Both my wife and I wish to express our concern regarding your decision to finalize the 
relaxation of rules allowing corporations to monopolize television, radio and news print. 

We, the public, require more public discussion on such an important decision. 

We are asking that you delay the commissions decision on this matter, as well as, conduct 
more public meetings utilizing all the media outlets which will be affected. 

Lois Breault 



4335 Mt. Sharon Road 
Greenbrier, TN 37073 
May 12,2003 

Mr. Kevin J. Martin 
Member, FCC 

Washington DC 20554 

Dear Mr. Martin: 

445 12& st .  sw 
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As an involved citizen in this democracy, I am c&&med and wonie4;that the FCC 
may soon propose media deregulation that will allow large corporations more control of 
the publicly owned airways than they already have. I understand that the date of June 2, 
2003, has been set for FCC voting on this issue. 

I believe that the public’s right to important controversial information, untainted by 
corporate interests, is at stake here. I urge the FCC to vote for corporate limits on radio 
ownership, network ownership of TV stations, and cross-ownership. The FCC’s Michael 
Copps is reported to have said at a recent FCC forum on media ownership at 
Northwestern University’s Chicago Law School, “Apart from war and peace, no issues 
confronting America are as important.” As an educated citizen who is interested in 
public affairs, I agree. Mr. Copps is reported also to have said, “Three-quarters of the 
American people do not know this issue is before the FCC.” 

I believe that a “conspiracy of silence” may exist because large corporate-owned 
newspapers and network radio/TV stations have failed to report on this very issue. I 
myself leamed about the issue by reading an article published by a smaller, independent 
newspaper. The dangers of media deregulation already exist. 

Stories of crime and violence dominate local news coverage in the network-affiliated 
stations in my area. Why isn’t a wider range of events and issues covered? I cannot help 
but infer that the large corporations-such as GE, Viacom, Disney, etc.-which own 
these stations actually encourage them to air stories that “sell,” rather than to air other 
stories that would educate and inform viewers. Again, I remind you that I did not learn 
about important issues currently before the FCC on national or local network news 
programs. 

I urge the FCC to impose even more-not fewer-regulations on those few large 
corporations who have so much control already over the public’s airways. 

RespectfUlly, 

Carol Spiller I 



James R. Moser 
10103 Northeast Ave., #21 
Philadelphia, PA 19116 

May 13.2003 

FCC Commissioncr Kathleen Abernathy 
445 12th Street SW 
Washington, 20554 

Re: Make Your Voice Heard on Media Diversity Before It's Too Late! 

Dear Commissioner Abernathy: 

I am writing to remind the members of the Federal Communications Commission that you are responsible for 
ensuring that the media ''serve the public interest." I am concerned that if the FCC continues to relax regulations on 
media ownership, the victor will be big business--and the casualties will be the people of the U.S. 

The free flow of information, the benefits of local competilion and the power of a diverse marketplace will virtually 
disappear. 

As a supporter of women's rights; environmental protection; consumer rights; human rights; 
lesbian/gay~isex~transgender rights; open democraw: and freedom of the press. I am concerned that the current 
media merger threatcns to rob us all of thc independent voices, views and ideas that sustain a pluralistic, democratic 
society. 

The media are more than just an industry. They bring information to people that aEects their lives. They construct 
worldview. for they are windows onto the world. We cannot have a healthy democracy. and women cannot pursue 
equal rights, and we cannot defend our environment and our civil, consumer and human rights, ifwe are uninformed 
on the issues. The media have a responsibility to serve the public interest and ensure that all voices are heard. It is 
your job to promote this. 

Media consolidation and conglomeration run counter to differentiated discourse that fosters open and critical minds 
which in turn can stand up for democracy. Your defense of media diversity is critical to this process! 

Please, remember US.  consumers and citizens when you review the remaining regulations. These regulations must 
be kept in place, and strengthened, not weakened. Thc mcdia giants already control far too much of OUI precious 
information resources. 

Sincerely, 

James R. Moser 



FCC Commissioncr Jonathan Adclstcin 
445 12th Street SW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Re: Make Your Voice Heard on Media Diversity Before It's Too Late! 

James R Moser 
10103 Northeast Ave., #21 
Philadelphia, PA 191 16 

May 13,2003 

Dcar Commissioncr Adclstcin: 

I am a.riting to remind the members of the Federal Communications Commission that you are responsible for 
ensuring that the media "serve the public interest." I am concerned that ifthe FCC continnes to relax regulations on 
media ownership: the victor will be big business-and the casualties will be the people of the U.S. 

The free flow of information, the benefits of local competition and the power of a diverse marketplace will virtually 
disappear. 

As a supporter of women's rights; environmental protection; consumer rights; human rights; 
lesbian/ga).misansgender rights; open democracy; and freedom of the press. I am concerned that the current 
media merger threatens to rob us all of the independent voices, views and ideas that sustain a pluralistic, democratic 
society. 

The media are more than just an industty. They bring information to people that aEects their lives. They construct 
worldview. for they are windows onto the world. We cannot have a healthy democracy, and women cannot pursue 
equal rights, and we cannot defend our environment and our civil, consumer and human rights, if we are uninformed 
on the issues. The media have a responsibility to serve the public interest and ensure that all voices are heard. It is 
your job to promote this. 

Media consolidation and conglomeration run counter to differentiated discourse that fosters open and critical minds 
which in turn can stand up for democracy. Your defense of media diversity is critical to this process! 

Please. remember U.S. consumers and citizens when you review the remaining regulations. These regulations must 
be kept in place. and strengthened, not weakened. The mcdia giants already control far too much of our precious 
information resources. 

Sincerely, 

James R. Moser 
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The Honorable Michael K. Powell 
Chai rman 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12~" Street sw 
Washington, DC 20554 

Dear Mr. Powell: 

I urge you in the strongest possible terms not to relax the 
broadcast ownership rules that protect American citizens 
from media monopolies. 

These proposed changes could pave the way for giant media 
conglomerates to gain near-total control of radio and 
television news and information across the entire nation. 

Many of the corporations that are now lobbying the FCC to 
relax these ownership rules already have a known track 
record in attempting to keep opposing viewpoints off the 
air. 

The American people deserve to hear more than one point of 
view on important issues. For America's sake, and our 
freedom to hear and provide opposing viewpoints, I urge you 
to continue the broadcast ownership protections that have 
helped ensure a healthy political debate in our country. 

Sincere1 y,  

Jacksonville, FL 32207-6701 





May 13,2003 
1 FCC-MAILROOM 

The Honorable Kathleen Q Abernathy, Commissionel 
Federal Communications Commission 

Washington DC 20554 
445 12th st. sw 

Dear Ms. Ahernathy: 

I ask that you not let up on the broadcast ownership rules that protect Americans from media monopolies. 

These proposed changes would pave the way for giant media conglomerates to gain near total control of 
radio and television news and information in communities across our nation. Many of the cotporations that 
are now lobbying the FCC to relax these ownership rules already have a known track record in attempting 
to keep opposing viewpoints off the air. 

The American people deserve to hear more than one point of view on important issues. Therefore, for the 
citizens of the U.S.A., in the name of democracy and freedom, 1 ask you to continue the broadcast 
ownership protections that, for decades, have helped to ensure a healthy political debate in our country. 

Wade McClure 
1026 San Miguel Road 
Concord CA 945 18-2037 


